ements of the Government with the Indians shall be
faithfully and rigidly observed, when the whole scope and
object of the bill is in direct and open violation of those
engagements, To show whut were the leading principles
and guarantees under which all the emigrant tribes in the
country west of Missouri and Arkansas were induced to
exchange their lands east of the Mississippi for others
west, 1 will read a clause from the treaty made with the
Cherokees in 1825, The third article of that treaty con-
tains this clause:

“The United States hereby covenant snd agree that the
lands ceded to the Chervkee nation in the foregulug nrticle |
shall, in no fature time, without their consent, be included |
within the Territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or |
Territory.”

This exhibits the true character of the policy and prin-
ciples adopted by the Governmens in setting apart the
eountry west of Missouri and Arkansas as & permanent
and exclusive Indian habitation. To show that there was |
no distinction in the prineciples or polioy of the tiovern-
ment in allotting portions of the country west of Mis- |
souri and west of Arkansas to tribes emigrating from the
States cast of the Mississippi, 1 propose to read from n
treaty made with the Senecas und Shawnees of Obio,
made at Lewiston in 1831, and now resident in the terri-|
tory west of Missouri, u ¢clause similar to the one I have |
Just read from the treaty with the Cherokees, : Thu‘tuu:h |
article of this treaty contains the following stipulation: |

“And the United States niy that gaid lands shall |
never be included within the limits of any State or Territery, |
mor subject to the laws thereof.,” .

A similar guarantee is to be found in the treaty made |
with the Shawnees of Wapaghkonetta in Ohio in the same |
year, and in two or three other treaties tnad-,: at dilferent |
dates with tribes which emigrated to the territory westol |
Missouri. .

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg to interrupt the Senator a |
moment. I understand him to be speaking of the trea-
ties which contain in terws the stipulation that the tribe |
shall never be included within the boundaries of any |
State or Territory. That class is o small one.  The Che-
rokees to whom he alluded are not embraced in the bill.
The Shawneces of Wapaghkonetta have lost the benefit ot
a similar stipulation by incorporation with I.h_r.- M}.-maur\ |
band, by which they surrendered all their natiouality and
their treaty stipulation by the same uct. Congress, a
wear ago, sllowed them s compensation of H60,000 or
$70,000 for the Jands they were to have had under the
treaty with them, The other Shawnees are not within
the limits of the proposed Territory. Iadmit that a small
tribe of Ottowas, numbering two kundred souls, and owa-
ing thirty-four thousand acres of land, still remuin, and
are protected hy the stipulation in their treaty =n_m!_ur|
1o that of Lhe Cherokees. This obstacle, such as it is,
still stands,

Mr. BELL. The honorable Senator says that the gua-
rantee in the last treaty I referred to, made with the
Shawnees of Wapaghkeneits, was abrogated. How!
They were indueed to give up their lands east and seil
them upon certain terms, snd with the ssme sssurance
mpon which other Indiuns gave up their lands east,
mamely, thut they should have n permanent home in the
country to which they agreed to remove, and that their-
mew home should never be included within the hounda-
ries of any State or Territory. They were to have an
allotment of laud out of the lands ceded to the Shawnees
of Missouri in 1523, or, if they were not satisfied with: that
arrangement, they were to have other lands, in the same
country, west of tha Missouri; but they agreed with
their kinsmen to live in common with them on their lands,
and set up & claim upon the Governmeat for the value of
the lands they were promised in the treaty, and their
cloim was allowed. How does that deprive them of the
protection of the guaruntee that they ?hould never be
surrounded with a white population, relying upon which
they ceded their lands in Ohie? By no techuical, by no
ingenious interpretations can the Government avuid the
obligation entered into with them.

But my friend reminds me that the Cherokees do not re-
eidein the territory embraced in thisbill. 1didnot pretend
that they do. 1 read a clause from the treaty with them
to show the principles upon which the policy of the Iudian
removal was adopted by the Goverument in 13303 and 1
read clauses from the treaties made with the Shawnees
of Wapaghkonetts, in Ohio,

year with the Senecas and Shawnees of the same State; [

and [ referred to others to show that there was no differ
ence recogaised by the Government as to the terms and
conditions upon which the Indians were removed between
the country west of Arkansas and that west of Missouri.
Any tresty made with o tribe which took an allotment of
land west of Missouri, with a similar guarantee against
the estublishment of ‘s State or Territory including their
Jands, and that treaty, ratified by the Senate, iixed the
destination of that country. It was to be Indian territory
and no other as long as a single tribe existed which emi-
grated to it under that guarantee. That was its destina-
tion, ns understood by the Senate and the Executive,
when'the treaty was made with the Shawnees of Wapagh-
konetta, with the Senecas and Shaywnees of Lewiston, and
with the Ottowas and the two other tribes which emigra-
ted to the territory west of the Missouri; and whether
ane of those treaties has been abrognted or not, or whe-
" her one or wore of the tribes treated with upon the same
terms happens to be included within the boundaries spe-
cified in this bill or not, is not material; they ewigrated
to the territory west of Missouri, nod now reside there,
My argument is, that all the emigrant tribes which re- |
moved after 1850 were induced to remove under the same |
assurances and guarantees, whether specifically stated in
the treaties made with them or not: aud that it would
be a fraud upon the Indians to give a different interpre-
tation'to the obligations of the Government. The natare
and extent of the obligations contracted with the Indian
tribes which emigrated to the country west of Missouri
and Arkansas, in conformity with the policy of Indian re-
moval adopted in 1830, and the proper interpretation
and construction of those obligations, will be best ex-
plained by referring to what was said upon the subject |

struck by one circumstance attending the pendency of -

this measure hefore Congress. It is known here, and it
must be known throughout the country, thatthe passage
of this bill will sffeot very seriously the welfare of the
Indisn tribes within the bounds of the mew Territories
proposed to be orgamized ; snd every qtlignnt.luqnmr
must see that there is o question of public faith involved
in the provisions of this bill in relation to the emigrant
trities west of Missouri. Several honorable Senators
have snoken strongly and eloquently of the duty of ob-
serving sacredly and inviolably all the obligations attach-
inz to a certuiu compsact or understanding entered into
myuy years ago between the two great sections of the
Union; and some of them, in their appeals to the people
upon the subject, denounce sny violation of that under-
standing ns dishonorable. Yet.when it is proposed to
violate the public faith plighted to the feeble Indian
tribes on the frontier, not a word is interposed to save
the honor of the country. We hear of no appeal to the
symypathy or the justice of the country in their bebalf.
Wiile the Senate chamber rings with stirriug appeals
upon the suljset of the wrongs of the African, the wrongs
ol the ladinn are passed by in silence! No memorinls
are presented in his bebalf. Yet nre not these Indians
men! Are they not our brethren of the humnan ruce,
like the African? Are they not born with the same
equality of rights, inalienable as those of the African or
the white man ?

Iere, sir, I must be allowed a further digression. We
have heard, in the course of this debate, allusion made

| to Wilberforee ; the obloguy he incurred in high places,

his triumph at last in the abolition of the slave trade
and of slavery in the British colonies. The allusion, of
course, suggests to vs his fine necomplishments as a scho-
lur, the excellence of Lis character as a msn, and the
brilliant fame conceded to him by the whole class of phi-
lanthropists and sentimentalists as their great leader.
Well, sir, we doubtless have aspirants in this country to
the fame achieved by Wilberforce; but [ du_uht. sir, ‘:’lli"
ther they will ever attain the elevated rank in the scale of
distinetion to which Wilberforce ard many of his sup-
porters rose by their efforts for the suppression of the
slave trade s well s the abolition of slavery in theBri-
tish eolonies, When the act for the abolition of slavery
in the colonics was earried in the British Purlinment in
1833, und the question of indemnity to the slaveholder
came up, there was scarcely o dissenting voice raised
againsi the propriety and justice of the proposition; _n.u.l
tweuty millions of poundssterling—one hundred millions
of dollars—were promptly voted for that purpose. “'_h‘ﬂ!‘
ever moral guilt, said the great leaders of the abolition
movement, might attach to the slaveholider, the greatest
share of the guilt and responsibility rested with the Gov-
orument which encoursged and established slavery in the
colonies.

But when, sir, have we ever heard from any one of our
American Wilberforces, our professional philanthropists
and slavery ngitators, an avowal so liberal and just?
When have any of them, in their fierce denunciations of
slavery as a curse to the country and a stain upon the na-
tional character, ever conceded the principle of indem.
nity as a just and necessary attendant of abolition ? When
has any one of them had the liberality and the manliness
to declare that the guilt of slavery in the Unted States,
whatever it might be, was justly chargeable to the mo-
ther country and to the colonies of the North as much as
to those of the South? How strikingly greater the ele-
vation of tone and sentiment, conspicuous in the lenders
of gholition in Great Britain than in this country; how
immeasurably elevuted ti:e one over the other in all thut
sunstitutes true greatness and nobility of purpose !

While upon this subject 1 beg to refer to s remark made
by the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. SUMNER, ) which
now vcours to me as proper to be noticed. That gentle-
man told us that slavery in the South was destined to
early extinotion, because the conscience of the civilized
world was against it, Sir, we have heard before now o
similar announcement by another gentleman, made again
and again.  We were then told that slavery in the South
wis o doomed iostitution, and the South was solémnly
warned to prepare for the fate which awaited it. We
were then told that slavery must speedily disappear be-
cause the scntiment of the civilized world was against it.
Now we are told that o more powerful agent than a mere

and one made in the same sentiment is ealisted against slavery, and that it is under

the irresistible power of the conscience of the civilized
world that elavery in the South must yield. I wish to
say a,word or twons to the particular qualities and power
of that conscience of the civilized world with which the
slave institution of the South is threatened.

At this moment England and France, and perhaps other
States of Western Europe, the very centre of civilization,
areleagued together, and are buckling on their armor to
upliold the Ottorasan dominion, the most corrupt, oppres-
sive, and debnsing Government of the earth, and one
which upholds slavery and the slave trade in its most
otious and revolting forms; one founded on a secial or-
ganization in which slavery is so deeply engrafted that it
muay be well doubted whether it could exist without it,
The subjects of slavery in Turkey are not Africans only.
It is a well-established fact that there is a regular trade
between Constantinople and the eastern constof the Black
Sea in white slaves,  Russia, when she conquered Geor-.
gin, abolished that infamous traflic within its limits ; but
these invineible champions of freedom, the Circassiana,
still tolerate the trade. Yet the conscfence of Western
Eutope is #o little affected by this and other enormities
in the practice of the Turkish Government that they are
not only ready to arm in its defence, but the proposition
is gravely considered whether what they now eall the Otto-
man Empire should not be received as n co-equal into the
family of Kuropean and Christian States, i

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Sou-
Nkr) took ceeasion to state in his speech that slavery was
rapidly disappearing in every other part of the world ex-
cept the United States. The Sultan of Turkey, be says,
hns signified his displeasureat it; and, under the auspices
of Great Dritain, the Emperor of Morocco and the Beys of
Tunis and Tripoli have agreed to abolish the slave trade

Mr. BELL. Tonly mean to say that I think my friend
would see that aristocrats, after all, are not so bad » class

05 he supposed.

. Mr. President, I now ap the consideration of
snother provision in this bill, which, in the opinion of
many, possesses an im paramount to all others;
one that is held to be so important to the welfare of the
country, and especiully to the South, that some of ’f
Southern friends have expressed the opinion, in our pri-
vate and (riendly conferences, that s Southern man who
ghould fail to support it would be considered a traitor to
the interests of the South ; and that, under such cireum-
stanees, | should walve all seruples about the violation of
treaties or compacts of any kind; all my objections to the
bill, however important 1 may deem them, 1 take no ex-
ception to the morlity of this view of duty ; for if it can
be shown that the principle of non.intervention incorpo-
rated in this bill will produce the happy consequences
which its more ardent supgortm contend it will, though
it may be s nice question in casuistry, a Senator might
well consider it one of those cases of overpowering neces-
sity and interest to the country to which :Tlnoousdl.u!ionnl

and other seruples or objections should yield. Uppnsuch
principles some of the most eminent men of the gountry
have heretofore felt themselves justified in ‘Ea

ng I
therefore take no exception to the course of any, o% my
Houthern friends upon this subject, believing, as they no
doubt do, thatit is a measure of all the importancewhich
they ascribe to it. It was in view of the overruling ne-
cessity and importance of the acquisition that Mr. Jeffer-
son treated for the cession and annexation of Louigiana;
and 1 have heard it suggested that it was upon similar
principles that some of the members of Mr. Monroe’s Ca-
binet proceeded when they gave their opinions in fayor of
the coustitutionality of the Missouri compromise act; b!‘l
I wich to hold some converse with my Bouthern frien
upon this subject in my place in the Senate before I yieh
my objections to this bill. I propose, sir, to discuss
question with candor and fairness; to give toall the
ments in its favor their due weight and importence,
then to consider whether they make out a case of o
ruling necessity ; a ouse of such vital importance to fe
country generally, or to the Sputh cularly, thal L
ought to surrender my objections to the m /

Sir, much time has been consumed, and there
o great deal of ingenuity displayed, in the n of

Toints and questions of subordinate Impont The
{riends of the bill differ widely among themselves as to
spme of the doctrines’ and principles involyed in the
general eubject. These differences have led 1o ingniriss as
to the source of the power heretofore exercised by Con-
gress in legislating for the Territojies—some deriving it
from the exprees grant of the powsr to make sll needful
rules and regulations for the dispostion of or respeoting
Jhe public domain; and others maptain that it results
neceasarily from the political soveeignty of the United
States over ull territory as soon as Jequired or anngxed ;
while some admit the power of th| United States to le-
gislate for the inhabitants of the ‘erritories on all sub-
jects of legitimate and ordinary lefislative control, yot
deny ity power to legislate upon theparticular subject of
slavery, ns being inconsistent with the equal rights of the
citizens of all the States secured Iy |he Constitution. A
greater number of the friends of hebill adopt a broader
principle as the foundation of thepolicy of non-interven-
tion by Congress upon the slave qestion in the Territo-
ries, Going back to the prineips of the Revolution,

Revaution had passed away, snd he, in his retirement,
was 10 longer able to control the sotive passions of the

 paits the purposes of the professional philanthropists

and tors of the North to represent the celabrated
Aantiplavery extention movement in 1820 8 founded ex-
el a:n principles of humanity and opposition to the

of slavery in the South. No could be

deceptive or untrue.. The great leaders in that
mo t were influenced by no such sywmpathy for the
slave; they had no such horror of the institution itself
a8 te induge them to adopt » policy so likely to lay the
foupdation of a lasting fend between the North and the
Soyth, There were other considerations which impelled
then, of a very different nature and quite as repugnant
to their feelings ms slavery. These were the long-con-
tinaed and apparently never-ending sway of the Vir-
ginia dynasty, and the perpetual exclusion from power
with whioh the preponderating influence of the South at
that period Iieamecr to threnten them. Urged hy these
strong passions, they had uo difficulty, through the press
aud the Pulpll., to rouse into activity ths whole latent yet
powerful anti-slavery feeling in the North. Jt was a
great party and political movement ; and the anti-slavery
sentiment, 80 universal at the North, was the chief ele-
ment of its success,

It is further urged by the friends of this bill that Con-
gress had no constitutional power to enact the Missouri
comprowmise, and therefore they contend it ought to be
repealed. The power of Congress to impose a perpetual
restriction upon slavery over any portion of the terrjtory
of the United States was strongly questioned at the time
of the adoptiomof the mensure ; aud, looking at the ques-
tion as one of constitutional construction, 1 sgree with
my Southern friends that no such power dan be fuirly de-
duced from any grant in the comstitution. Yet it was
accepted by the SBouth, and asquiesced in 88 & measure
of compromise between the North and the South, and its
constitutionality was sanctioued by President Mouroe
and his Cabinet.

Again: it bas been alleged that the Missouri compro-
mise, which is now claimed to have hecome a compact of
80 sacred a character that to repeal it would be u breach
of good faith on the part of the South, hus been repu-
diated by the North itself; and that the North has never
acquiesced in it ay a settl tor jon of the right
of tha South to introduce slavery into the territory south
of 86° 307. That the North, in 1850, opposed the exten-
sion of the Missouri compromise line, as established in
1820, to the Pacific, over any part of the territory no-
guired from Mexico, is troe. It has also been urged, in
the course of the debate, that the North opposed the ad-
migsion of Arkansas, lying south of the line of 36° 307,
into the Union, on the ground that slavery was recog-
nised in its constitution ; but 1 believe it has been sue-
cessfully shown that no such opposition was made. Bat,
sir, it is true that the Missouri compromise has been re-
pudiated, and has never been acquiesced in as a valid
vompact by o class of citizens at the North, made up of
abolitionists proper and the more mischievous type of
anti-slavery agitators which is found represented on this
floor. They repudiate all compromises—the compromise
of 1820 and 1850 alike. Their hostility to the institu-
tion of slavery in the Bouth is uncompromising. The
Senator from Ohio (Mr. CUnase) and the Senator from
Massachusetts (Mr. Sunxer) have boldly proclaimed the
pringiples which will eontrol their course upon this sub-

by o man who was the chief and most responsible actor | in their dominions. Well, sir, the Sultan has prohibited
in all that relates both to the adoption and execution of | the sluve market in Constﬂ-nf-nmpla: but you have only to
that policy. Inthe messnge of the President of the Unit. | €7 B {ew miles out of the city to find a market both for
ed States [General Juckson] to Congress in 1835 we find | whita and blqek slaves, limited only by the meaas of pur-
the following passages connected with this subject : ! c!m:‘iers.‘ It is no doubt true also that thevuthar Mohum-

“The plan of removing the aburiginal people who yet re- | medan States and dependencies of the Sublime Porte have
anain within the settled portion of the United States to the | promised to discourage or abolish the slave trade; hut
wountry weet of the Mississippi river approaches its cunsum. | there does not exist the slightest evidence that the trade

mation,

dians have failed. Itscems now to be an established fact that
they ennnot live in contact with a civilized community und
Pprosper. . 2

# The neeeseary measures for their political ndvancement,
and fur their ecparation from our eitizens, have not been ne-
glected. The pledge of the United States has been given by
Congress that the country destined for the residence of this
people shall be forever ‘ gecured and guarantied to them.'

“ A country west of Missonri and Arkansas has been ns-
signed to them, into which the white eettlements are not to
be pushed. No political communitics ean be formed in that
extensive region, except those which are established Ly the
Indians themselvis, or by the United States for them and with
their conearrence. A harrior hae been raised for their pra-
tection ngainst the encroachments of our citizens, and guarding
them, as far n# possible, from those evils which have brought
them to their present eonditivn.” |

Mr. President, I must be allowed ta feel more than a
common sensibility to any violation of the olligations of |
the Government contracted with the Indian tribes. Wheu |
this whole subject of Indian rights and Indian wrongs |

was brought to the notice of the country and thoroughly |
discussed—onr relations with them claiming to be the
guardian of these children of the forest, and they looking
up to the President as their Great Father—I was ehair-
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House of |
Representatives, and had to bear my full share of re-
sponsibility in sustaining the poliey of Indian removal
.“!h!l the attanclks of it opponents, |

1 have always differed from my friend from Texas (Mr, |
Houston) und others, who have maintained that the la- |

dian race is susceptible of as high a development of their |
mental faculties ns the white race, und that nll their mis-

fortunes are to be attributed to the encroachments of the |
white man upon their lands. I lave never been solope- |
ful of the results of the experiments which are making to

civilize and elevate their condition. 1 have always held

the opikion that all the Government can do for them,

under any plau which may be adopted to wean them

from their ancient habits, and to induce them to cul- |
tivate the arts of eivilized life, will have no other resul:

than to postpone the period of their final extinetion ; and

that, in the mean time, imbecility, despondency, sud in-

dolence will be their charscteristio traits. I believe that

the highest development of Indian character is only to be

found in their normul or primitive condition, and befure

their proud wpirit has been bowed by conquest,

But, sir, the question is not now whether we can ele-
wate and 1mprave the condition of the Indian tribes by
encournging them to adopt the arts and habits of civiliz-
ed life.  Itis, shall we keep our faith with them ? We
can at least do thut,  We cun, i we are disposed, main-
tain them in the posecssion of a country to which they
were induced to emigrate by the most solemn assurances
of the Government of the Upited States that it should
be to them and their ehiliren an inberitance forever.

Well do | remember, Mr. Rresident, the discussion up-
on this subject more than twenty years ago, alluded to
by tiie learned and eloquent Senntor from Massachusetts, |
(Mr. Evererr,] sod well do [ ramember also the doubts |
expressed by the more temperate of the opponents of the |
polity of Indian removal astoitsresuits; und the tannts
and jeers of the more violent who derounced it as an ex-
Yedient invented to extricute the Administration from the
difficulties and embarrassments Lrought upon it by the
insatiate craving of the white man; and whe insisted
that the Indisn would never realize the liope of that new *
Tand of promise held out to bim as an inducement to |
cmigrate; that the Indinns would find no home, no rest-
ing place, nover, I thought they were mistaken,

Before | leava |]I:I,1 phint of the subject, My, President,
1 must express the surprise with which 1 have bpml

| in bis present projects.
| with Russin has become popular in Great Drituin: and

) | in their dominions is less active than formeriy.
“ All preceding experiments for the improvement of the Tn- |

The truth is that the Turkish Government, for many
years past, has been at nurse to' England and France, and
great puins have been taken, especially by England, to
dress her up for European exhibition and sympathy. The
Grand Sultan has been prevailed upon to promulgate an

| organic law declaring perfect equality before the law be-
tween all his subjects, Mussulman, Christian, and Jew ;
| but in practice it is a dead letter.
[ Various other reforms have been announced with the
| same result; and except that in Comstantinople, always
under the eyes of the Dritish and French ambassadors,
‘ there is more security against insult aud oppression to the
| Uhristinn, less of the ferocious and sanguinary passions
| prevalent than formerly ; u less frequent use of the bow-
| string, the scimetar, and the sack; there has been no sub-

| stantisl improvement. All the vital elements of govern-

ment and society, all the practices of the pachas and other
subordinate functisnaries throughout the provinces, exhi-
bit the same rottenness nt bottom, the same corrupt, op-
pressive, and debasing influences.

Now, sir, no intelligent mun in Europe supposes that
the independencd of the western States of that continent
will be in any danger from the conguest of Constantinople
by Kussia; and as to any material derangement of an ex-
istiog balance of power, founded upon any principle of
cquality, us between the different States of Europe, which
the success of Russin may occasion, we know that there
exists no such balance of power. Yet these are the pre-
texty for the interference of Great Britain and France in
behalf of Turkey. Dut, sir, Louis Napoleon needs a war
that is popular with France. He has also his ambitious
projects, which might be thwartedif Russia should enlarge
her resources by the acquicition of any part of Turkey;
und the colossal empire of England in ludia may be in
some danger at & futare period if the Czar should succeed
Hence it i that we find & war

not asingleremonstrance is heard from the plilanthropists
und abolitionists ngainst the policy of muintaining the
power and independence of the Ottoman Empire on the
ground that it upholds slavery and the slave trade.

Sir, 1 do not mean to make myself the partisan of Rus. -
#in by any thing I have said upon this subjeet; nor do I |
mean to disparage the proper conscience of Western Eu- |

they deny thut Congress has any reht to legislato for, or | ject. The Senator from Ohio avows the purpose to agi-
in any manner to interfere with, thiinternal affairs or in- | tate the question until slavery shall be abolished in the
stitutions of the inhabitants of a brritory. They con~ | District of .Columbia, and everywhere else within the
tend that it belongs to them as an iherent right. This | control of Congress. They admit that slavery where it
is the principle of popular sovereigty, or the right of | exists in the States they cannot reach through Congress;
self-government, extended to the peple of the Territo- | but they give no pledge that 'lrhm! it is abolished in this
ries, and it is the principle upon wich the bill under | District they will cease their agitation; nor will they.
consideration is based. 1f well-foundd, it seems to pre- | Though they profess to make no war upon the constitu-
clude Congress from organizing & govenment for them in | tion, yet such is their coneern for freedom and free la-
any form, or of imposing any restriction or qualifications | bor, and their hostility to slavery and slave labor, that if
upon the absolute right of the inhnbitans, natives or fo- | in their efforts to vindicate the rights of the cne and abo-
reigners, to govern themselves under suc, organic lawsas | lish the other thé Union should perish, they would be
they shall think best. The suggestion d this principle, | sufficiently congoled for the ruin they had brought upon
of the right of the people of the Territoies, has given | the country by the reflection that they had been true to
rise to a variety of incidental questions. the principles they professed.

It seems to be admitted by some of the adooates of this Do what you may, or forbear to do what you may now,
principle that Congress may legislate for e protection | these gentiemen are the inexorable foes of the institutions
of the inhabitants of a Territory by organizig n govern- | of the South. They not only repudiate the compromises
ment for them, and that then the power «f Congress |of 1820 and 1850, but the compromises of that greater
ceages. Others contend that Congress shoud retain a | compact for the gettlement of all conflicting sentiments
general supervisory control over Territorial legidation, | 8nd interests between the North and the South—the Con-
but are willing to concede the exclasiveright tv eswblish | stitution. 1 admit, then, that the North has opposed the
such domestic institutions as they think proper., The | extension of the line of 36° 807 to the Pacific; and that
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass) binself nd- | the class of agitators in the North to whom I have allud-
mita the dificulty of determining the precise point at | ¢d never acquiesced in it.
which all legislation by Congress relating to the Ter-| Some of the friends of this bill have denied that the
ritories shall cease; and the inquiry as to vhether | slavery restriction clause of the act of 1820 was any part
any number of inhabitants, however small, nay be | of the Missouri compromise. They assert that thisclauge
safely nilowed to wettle all questions of iaternal | of the act of 1820 was not aequiesced in by the North ay
policy is evidently one of great embarrasiment, | a settlemeat of the question; that the admission of Mis-
The distinguished Senator from Michigan mgards |souri into the Union was still opposed by the North in
these and other like points as questions for prmctical | 1821, on the ground that the constitution formed and
solution by Congress, in the exercise of common sense | presented by the people of Missouri, under the act of
and a sound discretion. As to the questions which have | 1820, prohibited the Legislature from passing any law su-
been mooted in relation to the source, or grant in the | thorizing mulattoes or other free persons of color to emi-
Coustitation, from whioh is derived any power in Congress | grate togfhe State; and it is contended that the admiesi
to legislate for the Territories at nll, the best anawer | of Missouri into the Union was the result of a compro-
undoubtedly is, that Congress has exercised the power in | mise of that question ; and that is now contended by gen-
various forms, from the foundation of the Govemment, | tlemen to have been the real Missouri compromise.
and that the power has been found both safe and eonve- That opposition was made by the North to the final ad-
nient. It would not be safe, at this day, to lwk too | mission of Missouri in 1821 on the ground stated is
closely into the question of the power of Congres over | true; but the inference drawn from that fact by the very
the Territories ; for we cannot go very far back uniil we | ingenious and distinguished gentleman who brought it to
find ourselves embarrassed by the acknowledged wicon- | our notice, that is to say, that the slavery restriction
stitutionality of the purchase and annexation of tho vhole | clause of the act of 1820 had nothing to do with the ques-
territory ceded to the United States by Framce. Great |tion of the admission of Missouri into the Union, or, in
inconvenience may arise from the concession of the prin- | other words, that it formed no part of the comppet of un-
ciple of the inkerentright of self-government in the pesple | derstanding between the North and the South which led
of a Territory. Having the uncontrolled power of legis. | to that result, I think can scarcely find any support in
lating, they may grant charters of incorporation with ex. | the judgment of the country. e
traordinary privileges, create a public debt, and do many Having l..h_us gone over all the gro!.mds o_i‘ objection sug-
other things which may be greatly injurious to the wel- | gested against the validity of the Missouri compromise, I
fare of the fature State to which the Territorial govern- | trust it will be seen that L am not disposed to controvert
ment may give place; but we must take the risk of unwise | them either as to fact or doctrine, with such exceptions
legislation in the Territories, if, from any cause, it be- | only as upon more deliberate consideration, by those who
comes highly expedient and necesanry to the general wel- | asserted them, will be allowed to be well taken,
fare of the country to do so. Those who hold to the doc- | _Dut, sir, admitting them, with the exceptions I have
trine of the inherent right of self-government in the in- | sfated, to be incontrovertibly true, still the main ques-
hubitants will find no difficulty, of course, in applying | tion remains to be considered and decided: Do these facts

stead of stanching, you will open afresh * this bleeding
wound of the country !

Mr. President, take the provisions.of the bill as it
stands amended, and sup the inhabitants, less or
more in number, of one of these Territories, as soon as
their Government is organized, should establish slavery
by law, would that quiet agitation in the North? Or
would it not be more rational to conclude that it would
be a sounding of the toosin for a general rally of all the
worst elements of the abolition faotion st the North,
stimulated and supported by great numbers of Northern
citizens who have heretofore given no countenance to
their excesses?  Would not a more widely-diffused and a
more intense anti-slavery sentimeut be awakened than
has ever cxisted at any former period; prepared and de.
termined, when the proper time should come, to resist the
application of the new slave State to be admitted into the
Union t !

But let us now sappose that slavery shall not be intro-
duced into either of I.Eesa Territories under the sanction
of a Territoriul law—and it is the general opinion of those
who have spoken in this debate that it will not—will
agitution then cense?! Is there no ground ‘to appre-
Lend that the impression produced by the repeal of the
Missouri compremise upon the people of the North will
seitle dowa into & more decided and deep-rooted hostility
to slavery and the whole South tban could, under any
other circumstances likely to occur in future, be pro-
voked ! I speak not of that class of Northern citizeus to
which the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bosxew,)
and the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Cuasg,) and their fol-
lowers belong, professional ngitators, who avow their pur-
pose of continued agitation; and, whether this bill passes
or not, they will do their utmost to fan the fires of fanati-
cism and inflame every anti-Southern feeling and preju-
dice in the North. And let me say that nothing we could
do would more painfully disturb the present composure
of those gentlemen, no more fatal blow to their present
prospects could be given, than to reject this bill. But I
was speaking of the probable effect of the passage of this
bill upon a far different class of Northern citizens. I allude
to that body of sober-minded and reflecting citizens who,
though anti-slavery in their sentiments, have never ap-
proved the fanatical ravings and mischievous machina-
tions of the various abolition societies and sects, who
have had no disposition to disturb or evade any of the
compromises or guaranties of the Constitution for the
protection of the rights of the slaveholder; but who may
yet entertain feelings of decided hostility to the introduc-
tion of slavery into any Territorles heretofore considered

free territory. Is there no just grousd to appreliend
that the repeal of the Missouri compromise, which, whe-
ther constitutional'or ndt, for more than thirty years bas
been regarded in the North as a valid settlement of  line
north of which slavery could never go; Irepeat, is there
no danger to be apprehended that the repeal of that set-
tlement will impart a stronger and deeper complexion to
the a;ni-u.lnvary sentiment of this class of Northern citi-
zens
I know it bas been said that all such apprehensions are
but the suggestions of timidity ; that a better feeling nnd
more liberal sentiments toward the South and Southern
institutions begin to prevail at the North than formerly.
Mr. President, let us inquire a moment whether this pre-
valence of a more liberal feeling towards Southern institu-
tions ean be relied upon ag farnishing any assurance that
no future manifestation of their anti-slavery sentiments
will menace the peace und harmony of the country. The
people of the North imbibed their auti-slavery sentiments
in early life—in the period of their' infancy, at the do-
mestic fireside, in the nursery, in the primary sud high
schools; they have had them counfirmed in the lecture-
room, in the church, and by the popalar literature of the
day. A sestiment thus deeply implanted in the hearts of
a whole population, though it may be ordinarily quiet,
and seldom break forth into fierce agitation, yet we have
geen, in the history of the Missouri compromise, how
promptly and with what effect it may be brought to ex-
ercise its influence on oceasion. Louisiana had been ad-
mitted ag a slave State in 1812, Mississippi in 1817, and
Alabawma in 1819, without oppositien; and all the while
searcely a counsciousness seemed to pervade the country
that there was uny diversity of institution or sentiment
in the North and in the South which could give rise to
any serious controversy; but in 1820, when Missouri ap-
lied for admission into the Union, suddenly the whole
orth rose at the summons of their political leaders and
protested against it.

Sir, I believe there isa better feeling prevailing at the
North towards the South than formerly ; but would it not
be wise on the part of the South to do nothing to reverse
the current of that.better feeling, unless urged by some
great necessity in vindidation of itsrights? =

But it is said that these anti-slavery feelings at the
North are nothing more than the prejudices of education
and a false philanthropy. Admit them to be nothing
more than prejudices; are they, therefore, to be disre-
garded by statesmen who have the control of the affairs
of a great country in their hands? An eminent British
statesman—I do not now remember who—once said of a
contemporary that but for one defect he would be the
greatest stateaman of the times ; that was, that he had no
regard for public prejudices of any kind; and whatever
meoasure appeared to him to be right and proper in itself
he would insist upon, though it might excite the opposi-
tion and inflame the passions of the whole country.

Mr. PETTIT. He .was right, and he ought to have
done so.

Mr, BELL. I cannot agree with the Senator; but I
say to him fraukly thatoceasions may arise when I would
be as little disposed to yield to prejudices as any man in
or out of this chamber, especially when these prejudices
are sectional, and when any great wrong or injustice shall
be done by one section of the Union to another. In such
a case, should time and chance offer an opportunity of
redress, then I would take the risk of deepening and de-
fying those prejudices. I know it may be said that this
is precisely such a case as I have here presented. A great
wrong, it ig alleged, has been done to the South by the
Missouri compromise, and chance has presented the op-
portunity for redress; and this brings up fuirly the in-
quiry whether the passage of this bill is of such impor-
tance to the interests of the South that every Southern
Senator should support it, whatever scruples he may have
in relation to some of its provisions? What has the
South to gain by the adoption of this measure? Will

the principle of non-intervention to the Territories. I |and doctrines demonstrate the expediency of disturbing
leave it to the friends of the bl to inquire whether its | the Missouri compromise under existing circumstances |
provisions, as it now stands, are not, in some respects, | and in coming to an affirmative eonclusion upon this ques-
inconsistent with the principle upon which it is based. | tion? I hesitate, I pause. :

If this mensure shull appear to be as important to the | I have listened with attention to all the luminous expo- |
interests of the country as its friends assume, I shall feel | sitions of theories of constitutional construction nnd of |
no embasrasement, arising from any of the questions to | popular sovereignty ; to the ingenious application of doc-
which | have juat alluded, in giving my support to the | trinal points to questions of compacts and compromises
principle of non-intervention embraced in the provisions | by the friends of this measure. The question has been
of the bill before the Senate. I think it is & wise and ex- | fruitful of themes for dislectic display, for the exhibi-
pedient principle for general application ; and upon this | tion of great powers of analysis and logical acumen ; but
point it will be perceived that there is no difference be- | the whole argument has been singularly defective and
tween myself and any of my Southern friends. It is not | unsatisfactory upon the main question, What practical ad-
anew principle. It was the principle adopted in the com- | vnutage or benefit to the country generally, or to the
promise acts of 1850, and had my full concurrence und | South in particular, will the repeal of the Missouri com-
support. Dut in the application of this principle to the | promise secure? 2
Territories proposed to be organized by this bill, in or- | It is asserted with Frea.t confidence that the applica-

der to give it a free and unembarrassed operation, it is | tion of the principle of non-intervention to these Territo-
proposed to repeal the Missouri compromise ; and thus a
great practical question is directly presented, and one
which, above ull others, claims the dispassionate reflec-
tion and considerntion of every Senator and every states-
man of the country, North or South. Is it wise, is it
expedient to disturb the Missouri compromise ! Does the
repeal of the slayery restriction clanse of the act of 1820
prowise such important and beneficent results to the
country that all objections should be yielded !

It i contended with great enrnestness by the friends
of this measure that it does give such promise ; and the
highest talents and ability of the Senate have been array-
ed to prove that there was nothing in' the circumstances
under which the Missouri compromise was adopted, or in
the subsequaent histery of the country conneoted with it,
which can be objected toits repoal. I propose to notice
bricfly and feirly all the points suggested or assumed in
the nrguments of the' friends of this measure; and I think,
gir, that, before o dispassionate and uncommitted Senate,
I conld throw out some suggestions which might lead
honorable Benators to doubt the correctness of some of
the conciusions to which they have come ; but, after the
vote of lust night, I cun have but little hope of such &
result from any thing I can now say. )

Bir, it is contended that, by applying the principle
of non-intervention to the Territories, we shall harmo-
uize the action of the Government by conforming it to
the principle of the compromise acts of 1850, Admitted.

rope ; but what 1 do mean is to show that this conseienee | It i said that the slavery restriction clause of the act of

of the civilized world, spoken of by the honorable Senator |

from Muassachusetts, and especially the conscience of the
philanthropists and abolitionists of England, is an essen-
tially practical and conservative guide of conduct when-

| ever any great quastion is pending which concerns the

preservation of Dritish power and supremacy. 1 do not
them more.  Yes, sir, the British Wilberforces of the pre-
sent day, without renouncing their anti-slavery princi-

they continue to extend their pstronising hand to the
leaders of slavery agitation in the United States, their
patriotism forbids them to distract the councils of their
gown country hy their agitations and remonstrances. |
could wish, sir, that their example could be imitated in
this country.

A word to my friend (Mr., Wane) who sits by my side,
He was very severs the other day upon the slaveliolders

say to him that, having made that speech, if he will visit
Eugland, he will find himself quite a lion with thg proud-
cst aristoeracy of the world. 1 will venture to say that
he will be taken by the hand by my lord the Earl of Car-

of presenting him at Court.
Mr. WADE. 1 want no =uch honor myself.

1820 was a violation of the obligations of the treaty by
which France ceded to the United States the Territory of
Louisiana. [ admitit. Itis contended that the restric-
tion upon slavery imposed by the Missouri gonipromise
wng unjust to the South. That is also true,

The aitempt of the North in 1520 to interdict slavery

| find fault with them or their conscience; I rather respect | in Missouri, as a condition of her admission into the

| Union, and the continued resistance offered to the appli-
oation of that State for ndmission, until the Scuth agreed

| ples or discarding their conscience, hold both subordi- | to sceept the proposition to interdict slavery in ail the
nate to the great interests of the Dritish empire. While,

| remaining territory ceded by France lying north of the
[ line of 34° 807, was just such a procecding that the great
| names invoked by the honorable Senutor frem Massachu-

sotts (Mr. BUMNER) to sustain him in his course as an
| nbolitionist, Washington, Frankiin, Jefferson, and Hamil-
| ton, had they been living at the time, anti-slavery in sen-

timent though they were, would have ruised their united
| voices againat it, as conceived in a spirit the very reverse
| of that which controlled their own course when they gave

| of the Bouth, characterizing them as aristoerats. Let me | their sanction to the Constitution; when they contributed

| the full weight of their great names and characters in con-
| cilinting and reconciling the strongest antagonisms of
| séntiment and interests between the North and the South,

and in blending sll in one great organic instrument of

{ lisle, who would doubtless insist upon haviag the honor | union, unparalleled in the wisdom of its provisions and

the grandeour of its resnlts. Jeflarson did rajse his voice
sgainst it, but unhoppily his glorious compatriots of the

-

ries and the repeal of the Missouri compromise will have
the effect to transfer to the logal legislatures, the Terri-
tories and States, and to relievé Congress for the future
from the most dangerouns and distracting gubject of con-
troversy which ever has or ever can disturb its delibera-
tion ; that the source of those sectional conflicts and agi-
tations upon the subject of slavery, which have more than
once threatened the peace of the country, will be rémoy-
ed; that justice will be done to the South; that the Con-
stitution will be restored and vindicated; and a new
guaranty be provided for the stability of the Union, I
need not say that if one half of the many benefloent re-
sults predicated of this measure can be showa to follow as
o probable consequence of its adoption, I would no longer
hesitate to give it my support; but, unforiunately, the
argument has proceeded no further thaa the aflirmation,
without showing how these results must or will fol-
low. BSome gentlemen, delightad at the pruspect of see-
ing a favorite theory of the right of the inhabitants of o
Territory to govern themselves recogaised by a vote of
Congress, others in ecstagies with the prospect of n sini-
lor recognition of some favorite notion or doctrine of con-
stitutional interpretation, after expending the whole forve
of their great ability in elucidating their respective
creeds, forthwith jump to the conclusion that the hap.
piest results will necessarily aud inevitably follow the
adoption of this measure.

Upon what rational calculation do gentlemen assume
that they cun establish, upon a firm foundation, any one
of the favorite principles or dootrines incorporated in this
bill, and especially when they consider, as they ought,
the inbercot element of disturbance which exists in the
nature of the subject? Iow establish beyond fiature
controversy the principle of non-intervention by u vote of
this Congress which the next or any snbsequent Congress
may aunul? How restore a violated Constitation, settle
a question of constitutional power, or rule of constitu-
tional construction, when 8o many of the interests and
passions connected with these questions are necessurily
political; and liable to change and vibrate with the chang-
ing interests and composition of parties? Congress, by
its votes, bas often reversed the decisions of the judicial
department of the Government on questions of constitu-
tiona] power and construction, and still oftener its own
decisions, In the very natare of things, no such stabili-
ty as is argued can be given to any principle which this
Congress may sanction by its vote on this bill.

If this be so, how can this measure furnish any new
guaranteo for the preservation of the Union? Or how
transfer t3 the Territories and take away from Congress
those distracting and sectional questions which so often
intrude themselves here? And, above all, how will the
passage of this biill remove the eource of those slavery
‘agitations at the North which have herotofore, upon two
memorable ocoasions, filled the conntry with alarm for

the passage of this bill redresy any wrong or injustice
heretofore done by the North to the South? I have al-
ready ndmitted that injustice was done to the South by
the Missouri compromise; but, after all, what was the
extentof that injustice? 1 take it for granted that there
is not a man who has ever considered those lnws which in
this country control the geographical extension or diffu-
gion of slavery who will pretend that if the Missourl com-
promige act had never been passed slavery would have
gone north of the northern boundary of Missouri. Then
the whole extent of the wrong done the South by that
meagure was to prohibit slavery between that boundary
and the line of 36° 80/; and not even to that extent, un-
less it shall turn out that this intermedinte territory is
adapted to slave labor. In this intermediate territory all
will agree that such is the character of the country gene:
rally—so large a portion of it consisting of sterile de-
sert—that but one slave State could, under any circum-
stances, be formed within its limits, Now, this being the
extent of the wrong done the South by the Missouri com-
promise, will this bill, if it shall pass, redress it? Will
slavery be established in the Kansas Territory proposed
to be organized under its provisions? Doesnny one who
has fully considered the subject believe that this Territory
will become a slave State ? \

1 have inquired with some diligence into the grounds
upon which any expectation which may exist in the South
that slavery will be established in this Territory is found-
ed. A few gentlemen with whom I have conversed think
that it may, but the greater number, with more reason,
concur in the opinion that it never wiil. A few house-
hold and other slaves may be taken into the Territory of
I<unsas, if this bill shall pass, for the convenience of their’
labor in opening and preparing for cultivation new farms,
and with a vague expectation that slavery moy be autho-
rized. Dut, as the Territory does not revert to the con-
dition of sluve territory by the provisions of this bill,
few will take that risk. The gréat uncertsinty as to
what the sentiment of the majority of the scttlers on the
question of slavery or no slavery will be, or rather the
probability that slavery will be prohibited, will deter
every prudent slaveholder from emigrating to the Terri-
tory with his slaves; especially as they will see that the
strongest tide of immigration will flow in from the North
nnd. from abread, bringing with tliem all their anti-slavery
prejudices,

_Again: the slavebolder will know that, should the Ter-
ritorinl Legislature sanction slavery, yet that the ordesl
of admiseion into the Union as a State will still have to
be passed before he will feel secure in his property. The
example of Missouri would be before him. Besides, there
will be uo great 1aducement in the location or charncter
of the soil to take slayes there. The principal settlements
will be upon the best lands, and those will be found upon
or near the great lines of immigration to California and
Oregon; and the most profitable and marketable products
will be just such as ean be grown more cheaply by free
labor—breadstuffs and live stock. I am informed that
many of the slaveholders of Missouri are now seeking a
more genin! clime, and o %oil better adapted to elave la-
bor, in the broad and rich domain of Texas; and it will
not be long after Kansas shall become a free State that
Missouri, bounded on three sides by free States, will
cense to be n slave State. And this, sir, will most pro-
bably be the measurs of the redress which the South will
derjve from this bill for any wrong or injustice done it by
the Missour| compromise,

But it is earnestly insisted that the principle of non-
intervention proposed to be established by this bill will
be of the test value and imporiance to the South,
whether slavery shall be authorized in these Territories
or not; it will seoure the just rights of the South in all
time to come. I havealready shown that you oan estab-

the safety of the Union? s there no danger that, jn.
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lish permanently no principlo by this bill. But 1 will

I"vote of Congress in favor of this meusurs,

assume that the vote which may be given on the
of this bill, giving the sanction of Congress to the #
ple of non-intervention, shall stand unrepesled, and be-
come the established dootrine of the country : still the
¢ on recurs, of what practioal wvalue will it be to the
outh? Dges any Southern man suppose that sla will
ever go into any of the Territories which, at any &tnn
time, may be carved out of the large extent of ‘country
included within the bounds of the Nebraska Territory as
proposed to be organized by thisbill ? I take it for t-
ed that no such idea is entertanined by any one. m‘
is the other and remaining territory of the United States
to which this principle of non-intervention can be made
available . or of any value to the South! The
west of Arkansas will bo more irrevocably dedicated to
the exclusive possession of the Indians, and more effeo-
tually barred ugainst the formation of & new slave State
under the operation of this bill than heretofore; for it
will be the last and only retreat of the emigrant snd
other tribes now in the territory west of Missouri. Utah
and New Mexico are already organized Territories accord-
ing to the principle of non-intervention. The right to
form new slave States out of the ample territory of Texas
is guarantied by & compaet far safer aud stronger than
eny which Congress can furnish by giving its sanction to

thuhmnulure.

There is a little spot of hopelessly barren country of
some few thousand square mfl::ls lnyextent, ceded tt:’ the
United States by Texas, under a provision of the compro-
mise uots of 1850, to which this principle of non-inter-
vention, if established, may be applied, if it can be safely
done without violating the compact under which Texas
came into the Union, and that is all! Aund is it for this
poor boon—if my friends will allow the expression, this
phantom—that we are ealled upon to sanction s measure
which will impart new life and vigor, arm with new heads
and fangs, the now half-conquered hydra of the North?
Is it for this that we are called upon to give promise-of
o better day to those Eolitiaal agitators at the North who
have staked their whole fortunes apd Lopes of power
upon the successful formation of a great Northern and
sectional party, the last and most fatal evil that can be-
fall the country; for its comsummation will be the de-
struction of the Constitution and the extinction of public
liberty ? Is it for this that we are called upon to supply
new weapons of warfare to all the enemies of the South,
and to invite a combination of Whig, Free-soilers, Saft-
Shell and Independent Democrats, Liberty men, Aboly.
tioniats, Bocialists, and Atheists, founded upon no nom-l--r
mon principle but hostility to the South, no common obe
Jeot but the acquisition of power and the spoils?

Bat, Mr. President, it is said Mxt we wmay make Acqui-
sitions of territory hercafter, perhaps from Mexico, and
that then the South will have the benefit of the principle.
of non-intervention recoguised in this bill, I fear, sir,
that this too will prove a phantom; but if ever any such
acquisition of new territory shall be made, nnd I hope the
date of such acquisitions will be far in the fature, I trust
it will be under the influence of some great national and
patriotic impulse, prompted by considerations of a com-
mon interest, and & poliey which knows no North, mno
South ; and these will furnish far stronger guarantees of
the rights of the South in any such nequisitions than any
But if it be
deemed of any the slightest importance to any future in-
terest of the South that the sentiment of this Congross :
shall be expressed in favor of the principle of non-inter-
vention, why not bring forward a joint resolution decla-
ratory of the principle? ;

I have already said that there is no difference between
myself and my Southern friends in relation to this princi-
ple. I will vote for such a resolution most cheerfully. 1
have said alrendy, and I repeat, that if I .could take the
view of the importance of this measure to the country
which my Southern friends do, cutting off the source of
ull future controversy between the North and the South,
putting an end to agitation in both sections upon the sub-
ject of slavery, I would feel justified in waiving all my
objections to this bill and in uniting heartily with them
in its support. Ve differ only us to the results of the
measure,

Sir, a reason has been urged why every Southern Sena-
tor should support this bill which I have not yet noticed.

A great, truly national, and patriotic party, it is suggest-
ed, is now in the ascendency ot the North, which makes &
voluntary tender of the principle of non-intervention to
the acceptance of the South, to be a rule by which all
questions relating to slavery in the Territories may here-
after be settled; and it is insisted that o sense of grati-
tude, if nothing else, should rally the whole South in its
support. Iavknowledge the obligation for their generons
intentions ; but, unless some morecertain and substantial
benefit can be derived from the provisions of this bill than
I can detect, I think our gratitude to those gentlemen of
the North who have stood so generously and boldly by
the South in sustaining the compromise acts of 1850, as
well as those who are now prepared to sustain the provi-
giong of this bill, will be best shown by accepting no-
thing, insisting upon nothing that can imperil their pre-
sent ascendency. As a SBouthern man, I would desire to
husband all their strength., The time may come, the oo-
casion may not be far distant, when their unbroken ener-
gies may be required in sustaining measures and in-
tereats of the greatest practical advantage to the whale
country.

I have heard it suggested Ly Southern gentlemen
that we may want Cuba. Ah! sir, Cubn., Had this
troubling of the bitter waters of sectional strife been o
movement, not for the acquisition of Cuba by con-:
quest, but for the preservation of Cuba as she is; had
it been & movement to maintain the principle of non-in-
tervention t the intermeddling policy of Great
Britain and ce in the affairs of that beautiful island,
and to preserve it against the fate to which it seems to
be verging, that of becoming a seml-barbarous Power,
a second Hayti, just upon our Southernborders ; Irepeat,
had this been n movement to prevent such a catastrophe
as zlmt,t I would have been prepared to give itwy cordial
support.

r. President, unless all the signs of the times are
deceptive, we are, at this moment, on the eve of great
events. A war between the great Powers of Europe
seems to be inevitable ; and a general convulsion of the
Old World seems not improbable. In either event, none
but the Omniscient Ruler of all things can know how we
are to escape the general calaihity; or how soon we
may be forced, in vindication of our national rights, to
become parties to the general strife. But if the existing
crisis in the affnirs of Europe should pass without a war,
it requires no great sagacity to perceive that we have no
nssurance that Great Britain and France, whose policy in
setting bounds tothe further growth and expansion of this
great country has already been indicated, will not be
further developed by proceedings on their part which :
can no longer be patiently submitted to.

It is for this reason, among others, that I so deeply
regret the recurrence of any cause for the remewal of
those fierce sectional controversies which tend so much
to distract the national councils and impair the national
energied. The North and the South united, and cordial
in the vindication of a national quarrel, this countey has
nothing to fear from any conflict with foreign Powers,
come when it may.

Mr. President, I had proposed, if I had strength, to say
something more on the subject of this dangerouns element
of national discord—slavery agitation. Ishould like, if
1 had strength, to speak of the true method of chaining
down this dragon which besets our path, snd interposes G
o barrier to the development of a civilization which might
finally bring all the world to admire and imitate it; but,
sir, 1 bave not, nnd must take my seat.

Tae Bixgiva or Tag Sreamen J. L. Avery,—The Cin-
cinnati Commercial has some ‘additional particulars of
the sinking of the J. L. Avery, forty-five miles below
Natohez. Among the lost were ten slaves belonging to
Wm. J. and John Purnell, of Worcester county, Mary-
land. Among the saved are Wm. J. Parnell, wife and
five slaves’; E. Purnell, and Thomas P. Single or Tingle,
all of Maryland. The Commercial anys:

While she was making good headway ngainst powerful
current and ltrons wind, a crackling noise was b::ﬂl', the :
boat careened, and in two minutes the hull went down, how L
for t, in water estimated to have beon st least fifty foot
deep. Happily the cabin parted from the hull and floated,
When our informant heard the eudden erackling nolse, ac-
companied by a tremor and eareening of tho bont, he walked
through » state room uron the guards, and saw the hull going
down. One of the chimneys foll overbonrd, and the other
upon the cabin, steadying it to some extent. The eabin float-
od on the larboard side, and p who first ghined the deck
knocked out the windows on the starboard or upper side and
rescued those inside. The ladies were thus saved. The
gtenmer Sultann was about one mile and o hall behind the
Avery,and, meeting the floating cabin, reseued those who wers
olinging toit, and towed that remnant of the wreek ashors,

Mr. Pincey informs us that the stoernge was crowded with
persona whose names were unknown, and of whom from forty to
sixty pertainly perished! They were overwhelmed by the
water within two minates of tho first intimation of dange
The hull was geen to go down with a plunge, its after
crowded with the steerage passengers. The exsot n
lost will nover be known, It was i;- some estimated ® be
#8 liigh ns seventy-five, OF the eabin pasecn onlyeight
or ten were drowned. Among the lost T:‘the g:‘v. M. Ben-
son, of Mount Vernon, Knox county, Ohio. The secmd mate
wos lost, A child of Mrs. Parmiean, of Louisiana, wis drown-
ed. A gentleman who got on board st Baton Pouge, and
whose name had not been rogi » was drowsod, A Mr.
Shaw, of La Grange, Mississippi, was drowned. :

Captain Roperrsox, the captain of the J. L. Avery,

ltntuthntzhtn:’omofﬂn loss of life sre y ex-
sggerated. He thinks thet not more tlan eight or ten
persons were drowned al

pgether. He remained by the

wreok severnl days and @ved what by could of the

ul;m,hun‘o.fumﬁq&n. mhm.mmfb,
g

a sung, which came threagh the botim.
=Fairacy or AN Onnhtol.—-—l'n sy ‘‘ns different

alk is from cheese,’ Wh;n*uonﬁs::uthuhm:
made from milk, made chalk, there ig
not such & great aftee all.—Boston Fost,
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